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only without censure, but with the full acquiescence of His Majesty's
ministers, the Parliament and the nation at large, it was surely reasonable
to infer that it was never esteemed to be within the Act.
[6]    But though I never entertained an idea of its being an offence
against the Act I had scruples, frcto other motives, against applying the
salary to my own use until the whole circumstances of the business should
be perfectly known in England by those whose esteem for my character
and conduct I was anxious to preserve, and by whose judgments I was
resolved to be guided as to the propriety of retaining the emoluments of
the  office.   With  this resolution   I  apprized you  by  a  letter,  which  I
addressed to you on the 5th of July 1781, the first I had the honor of
writing to you after you had annexed a salary to the office; to which
letter and your answer to it of the same date I take the liberty to refer
you.    On   the  same  principles   I  had,   long  before  writing  that  letter
to you, and immediately  after my acceptance of the office in October
1780, and before any salary was annexed to it, informed the Lord High
Chancellor of the appointment.    Sometime in January 1781, it was com-
municated to me by your Secretary that you had been pleased to annex
a salary of 5,000 sicca rupees to the office of this.   And with my resolu-
tion not to apply the salary to my own use,  if it should be thought
improper,   I   informed   the   Lord   High   Chancellor   and   His   Majesty's
Attorney General by letters  dated in April   1781, and having for that
purpose procured copies from your office of all your proceedings, relative
as well to the provincial as Sudder Dewannee Adawluts, I forwarded them
in the same letters to England.   These several letters were sent, by the
first conveyance, from hence after each respective event had taken place.
I wrote on the same subject and in the same manner to many of my
friends.
[7] I did not write to His Majesty's Secretaries of State because as
the whole of your proceedings must be transmitted to one of them these
amongst the rest must have come efficiently before them, and could not
escape their notice, though mixed with other voluminous matter, if they
had given occasion either for censure or doubt respecting the propriety
of it.
[8] As your proceedings in the course of business would not only
be subjected to the East India Company but to His Majesty's Secretarys
of State, as I had disclosed the whole to the Lord High Chancellor and
His Majesty's Attorney General, and as the duties of the office were per-
formed publickly, I must know that this transaction could not be kept
a secret; from thence I trust a fair deduction may be made that I at
least did not think I was doing that which was criminal.
[9] Sir Robert Chambers, having accepted from your Honourable
Board the office of Chief Justice of Chinsurah with a salary annexed
thereto, will evince that his opinion did not differ from mine with regard
to the legality of the act.